xiv. 2.]      Tdittiriya-PrdtigdWiya and Tribhdshyaratna.          285

The commentator offers a single example, uru prathasva, L e.
uru pprathassva (i.1.8 et aL : the MSS. -of the comment only very
rarely and irregularly write the groups in their duplicated form,
so as to illustrate the rules of the chapter), ^ and adds counter-
examples: first, to show that the consonant is liable to duplication
only after a vowel, tat pravdte (VL4.72: hardly a well-chosen
example, since, though the p of pro, is this time unchanged, the t
before it must be doubled, tattpr-; apra after a pause would have
answered better) ; second, that the duplication takes place only be-
fore a consonant, urukrd uru nah (ii.6.11 3) ; third, that only a con-
sonant, not 'a vowel, in the defined position, is duplicated, prailgam
uktham (iv.4,2 l ). O. appends a new set of counter-examples, as if a
part of a new exposition; namely prajananam (i.5.91), padbhydm
dve savane (vLl.6*: an ill-chosen example, containing cases of
duplication as well as of its omission), and ugand uta (iv.1.102).

FTSffe   rTl^<1^! II ^11

2. Likewise, according to PaushkarasMi, a mute preceded by
I or v.
T[he commentator declares that the ca, 'likewise,' in this rule
brings down from the one preceding the being preceded by a vowel,
and duplication. The former part of the defined implication is at
least otiose, since I and v never occur in the Sanhita before a mute,
.except as themselves preceded by a vowel: v, indeed, is found in
combination only with the nasal mutes, n and n; I, in the groups
Ik, Ig, Ip, lb, Ibh, Im, and Ipy. The examples quoted are kalpdn
juhoti (v.4.85) and vibh'tiddvne (iiLS.B1^2: all save B. actually
read this time -ddwnne, with doubled n). According to the inter-
pretation given to the next rule, the worthy PjiushkarasMi does
not regard the duplication of the mute after the semivowel as sus-
pending the duplication of its predecessor also, by rale 1 ; and he
would accordingly read kallppdn and -ddvvnne; and this part of
his doctrine is, as we shall see, declared unapproved.
Counter-examples are given: kalydtu rtipasamrddhd (vii.1.86:
to be pronounced kallydn%, or, by rule 21, kalydm) and udyavyam
(i.8.7 1 et al. : to be made vdyavvyant], to show that no other letter
than a mute is thus doubled; and k?ti$mdn chakdbhih (v.7.23) and
tasmdd etftt (vi.3.116), instancing other consonants than I and v,
with the following mute not doubled : in these words, the sibilant
2. pdwhkarasdder1 mate lakaraptfrvo 2 vakdraptirvo vd spargo
*dvivarnam dpadyate*. kalpdn. -.: vibh- ..... svarapttrva-
'tvam dvitvam cd 'nvddipati cakdrafi*. 6$parpa? iti kim: kaly-
---- :vdy- ..... evampilrvaitikim: ktip- ____ : tasm- ..... 5 lakfir
rapca vakdrap ca lavakdrdif: tduptirvdu yasmdt sa tathoktah.
1 0. pauskar-, as also in the rule. 2 B. G-. M. ins. vd. fl> 0. dvitvam dpnoii.
4 G-. M. put at beginning of clause. <6> 0. om. 6 G. M. sparpapwra. 7 W. 0.